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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

• If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 March 2002 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) K Claim(s) 1-14 Is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim{s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) S Claim(s) 1-14 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) n The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)n accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17..2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This communication is in response to the application filed March 18, 2002. 
Claims 1-14 have been examined in this case. 



2. The Infomnation disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on March 18, 2002 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the examiner is 
considering the information disclosure statement. 



3. Tftfe lengthy specification has not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is 
requested In correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the 
specification. 



4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Krishnan et a! (US 6,073.124) in view of Mihm. Jr. (US 5.249,230). 

6. Regarding claim 1 - 

Krishnan discloses a method of administering user rights of a software program that can 
be increased in number, comprising: a step of a user right administrative apparatus of 



Information Disclosure Statement 



Specification 




Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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determining whether a predetermined event has occurred; a step of said user right 
administrative apparatus of informing a licensee of the occurrence of said 
predetermined event; a step of said licensee of providing said expansion information to 
said user right administrative apparatus; and a step of said user right administrative 
apparatus of revising, in response to a reception of said expansion information, said 
user right information stored therein (e.g. col 4 In 10 - col 5 In 30). 

7. Krishnan does not disclose, but Mihm does, a step of said licensee of acquiring 
expansion information that causes said user right administrative apparatus to revise 
user right information indicating a maximum number of users penmitted to use said 
software program (e.g. col 2 In 10-45). 

8. Regarding claims 2-5 - 

Krishnan discloses the method wherein said predetermined event is that a number 
indicative of how many times said licensee is not allowed to activate said software 
program in a predetermined time period because no user right remains unused exceeds 
a predetermined number; wherein said predetermined event is a reception of an alarm 
indicating that a natural disaster has occurred; wherein said step of revising said user 
right information further comprises: a step of receiving an expansion code from said 
licensee; a step of decoding said expansion code to reproduce said expansion 
information; and a step of revising said user right information using said expansion 
information; wherein said user rights are identified by respective identifying information; 
said user rights information indicates which one of said user rights is in an effective 
state; said expansion information indicates which one of said user rights is to be turned 
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from an ineffective state to an effective state; and the user right that is in the ineffective 
state cannot activate said software program (e.g. col 7 In 15-45). 

9. Regarding claim 6-9 - 

Krishnan discloses the method wherein said user right administrative apparatus informs, 
instead of said licensee, an agreement administrative apparatus that issues said 
expansion information, of the occurrence of said predetermined event; wherein said 
expansion information is provided by an agreement administrative apparatus instead of 
said licensee; wherein said agreement administrative apparatus retrieves, in response 
to a reception of the information of the occurrence of said predetermined event, 
agreement information indicating said maximum number corresponding to said software 
program and said licensee; and said agreement administrative apparatus generates 
said expansion information; wherein said agreement administrative apparatus retrieves, 
in response to a reception of the information of the occurrence of said predetemiined 
event, agreement information indicating which one of said user rights is in an effective 
state; and said agreement administrative apparatus generates said expansion 
information indicating which one of said user rights is to be turned from said ineffective 
state to said effective state (e.g. col 12 In 30-45). 

1 0. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Mihm and Krishnan in order to obtain an emergency method of dealing with user rights 
while preserving security. 

1 1 . Claims 10-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Krishnan et al (US 6.073.124) in view of Mihm. Jr. (US 5,249,230). 
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1 2. Regarding claim 1 0 - 

Krishnan discloses an administrative system of user rights of a software program that 
can be increased in number, comprising a communications unit; a secondary storage 
unit; and a central processing unit that determines whether a predetermined event has 
occurred, informs a licensee of the occurrence of said predetermined event, and 
revises, in response to a reception of an expansion information, user right information 
stored therein, and said licensee provides said expansion information to said user right 
administrative apparatus (e.g. col 4 In 10 - col 5 In 30). 

13. Krishnan does not disclose, but Mihm does a step wherein said licensee acquires 
said expansion information that causes said user right administrative apparatus to 
revise said user right information indicating a maximum number of users permitted to 
use said software program (e.g. col 2 In 10-45). 

14. Regarding claim 11- 

Krishnan discloses the administrative system wherein said user rights are identified by 
respective identifying information; said user right information indicates which one of said 
user rights is in an effective state; said expansion information indicates which one of 
said user rights is to be turned from an ineffective state to said effective state; and the 
user right that is in the ineffective state cannot activate said software program (e.g. col 
12 In 30-45). 

1 5. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Mihm and Krishnan in order to obtain an emergency method of dealing with user rights 
while preserving security. 
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16. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Krishnan 
et al (US 6.073.124) in view of Mlhm. Jr. (US 5.249.230). 

1 7. Krishnan discloses an administrative system of agreement information of a 
software program in which user rights can be increased in number, comprising: a 
communications unit; an secondary storage unit; and a central processing unit that 
retrieves, in response to a reception of information of an occurrence of a predetermined 
event, and generates an expansion information that causes an administrative apparatus 
of user rights (e.g. col 4 In 10 - col 5 In 30). 

18. Krishnan does not disclose, but Mihm does agreement Infonmation Indicating a 
maximum number corresponding to said software program and a licensee (e.g. col 12 In 
30-45). 

1 9. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Mihm and Krishnan in order to obtain an emergency method of dealing with user rights 
while preserving security. 

20. Claims 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Krishnan et al (US 6,073,124) in view of Mihm, Jr. (US 5,249,230). 

21 . Regarding claim 13- 

Krishnan discloses a computer readable recording medium storing a computer program 
that administers user rights of a software program that can be increased in number, 
wherein said computer program causes a computer to: determine whether a 
predetermined event has occurred; inform a licensee of an occurrence of a 
predetennined event; and revise, in response to a reception of expansion Infomnation, 
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user right information stored therein; and said licensee provides said expansion 
information to said computer (e.g. col 4 In 10 - col 5 In 30). 

22. Krishnan does not disclose, but Mihm does, a program wherein licensee acquires 
said expansion information that causes to revise said user right information indicating a 
maximum number of users permitted to use said software program (e.g. col 12 In 30- 
45). 

23. Regarding claim 14 - 

Krishnan discloses the computer readable recording medium wherein user rights are 
identified by respective identifying information; said user rights infomnation indicates 
which one of said user rights is in an effective state; said expansion information 
indicates which one of said user rights is to be turned from an ineffective state to an 
effective state; and the user right that is in the ineffective state cannot activate said 
software program licensee (e.g. col 12 In 30-45). 

24. It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
Mihm and Krishnan in order to obtain an emergency method of dealing with user rights 
while preserving security. 

25. Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may be applied as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant, in preparing the 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
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of the claimed invention as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the examiner. 

Conclusion 

26. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cristina Owen Sherr whose telephone number is 703- 
305-0625. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 Monday through 
Friday, 

27. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trammell can be reached on 703-305-9768. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

28. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct,uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR systern, contact the Electronic 
Business Ofenter (EBCKat 8^6^17-9197 (toll-free). 



